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Assessment of Seed Yield Stability of Chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.) Genotypes

Using Parametric and Non-Parametric Statistical Methods

¥ . AP Y P 3 . b e
‘&)J{M‘@')ﬂﬂ“)}?{“ﬁ,ftﬁ,‘°'>‘)Ls‘°'i;“”‘w)
g . PO o . B3
s Ol 97 5)5lS sl

T35 3 sl oDl Olojlas a9 5 a0 SSGS b wlie 5 (5555US (25581 5 Dl S Lokl -
Ol Oyl (655 5La8”

‘55)}u§@,H,jJHT‘ng,; ouju‘ou;ﬁ,lg@uj@),ufﬂﬁu@u@:)_ff‘,li;u—v
Ol estTe =

ol ‘(/3‘1‘ (538 s s 5 sl elaies Olejle ‘P"i‘ b wle s ©30sUST S5seT 5 Dlades S e skl ¥
Ol S 065508 55 5 sl el Olajlo Okl (acb mlin 5 (65558 5 peT 5 Dol S0 skl =¥
T3 3 sl oDl Blajlw ol 5 4 s SGS b mlie 5 (555518 25507 5 Dl S e okl -0
Ol gl ez b«

Ol ey ety oty ¢ oDl 31T oSSl (LS Dol 5 el yf 0 8 eslkils —F

VEe o oYY 1oy gusb VFoolod/o¥ 1ol o & yb

o>

5

s s) b o Slas syl oyl NP 1D (A 9T (SIS e ey ol (Sl P 39aSiy ) 033 o0y
A PP Y 0 9 U dlomo Lo 2eLG 5 ol (T sl s, 3 eslizul U (Cicer arietinum L.)

28 50 4w b ol ol (slves g 7 o LIB 50 wals le.ac43;!}75Jalc5)@@;50505%%;3@:}%&
B Slawigi .winh oL 3y (1FA0-1FAA) (8155 Sl dw Doy pb1 9 4T & (i (Ol s dilaio Hlez 30 w2 Wl
(%) W g il 519 Sl sl 15 31T 95 (15 VA (SLdeadghl Nl 1) 610 3 Khoe oy il od 5 4F 91V N1 Y
ATgs 118 1 418 & yhos oy jalil i 4 S 9 S (RMSE) @y o5sSbo (sl 4l 5 (Wi) &35 199570
g 573 1 121 Sladin (3 508" 3 57 (e 31 5L 8- SKhas 450 4 035 g 5 052 1A 315 Sl
g 45" 313 S 15 () Jrume ot 5 K0 3 518 %0 T ol s § 3l 5l b 519 4 328 D9y 5 B
5 31 55 9 Gl 1A 915 A0 AT 11 A D F Slacws) S tauome Lyl yd 4 gl 30 Beaigij Sglisn L1
Wb a9 S 9100 AT O S wgii TOP (gl asls vl ».xdg (YSI) & Khoa (S Il -8 Khoe _ali
Olgd o0 (Eamnzo 33 A9y Sgdlan iy lo T (Slivtadmo 4ds” 53 1A 9 1Y 1 D Y (SLawiaif (=w 9 o S5 2 L le
RIF — iR L0393 13 L 3o S mlio 9 sl 9V 3 5hos b S5 Olgiea K1Y 90 F Slacg)
218 515 dEoe

Soll-o os Lo (S 5w 03 os 4y (S5 ¢ Lo cdame X i S aod g (D93 1 Sl (s lg

D2ananan SRR r.karimizadeh@areeo.ac.ir :J s 045,55



Ve Jle o) oot 0PV Al 5 g Jlg dloxe”

Calizee sLadlSe 5 Lapl) 53 Y 4 ame
(Sharifi et al., 2017) &S" e ¢SS

Ml 5 b e X 555 S

3 0L ka5 b 5 3y 53 3 Slhee

g-“ _,)g'“ wodda J .l ol

$sldss b, L (Singh and Singh, 2013)
X g5 1 aS Al QLS 5 s S 55
X 5 ASen ke () Lo
S 550 s me s 3, Shes (gl Lo s
S 55 o e BB &l sdiasolis
35 Shee (5)lbl bl

(Naveed et al., 2016) o, 5 U 5
el s, e U slacs 5 lwlis ) -
Slag o ks b) 0 g S5 s 6 1 5 5
Vs ST (S2di) O g 5 51 ol ol
Sl o b 5 R?) adeis o b (W)
ol 3 Shee U slac 55 5 eslizul (CV)
LS 5 idu dsn S olull sy 5y
=3 5517 o5, b (Bakhsh er al., 2011)
Seeely Jiw 53 53 0L i y3 555
DS s i 55 e (OLSs Sls e
5555 % O ia 55X e OIS x JL
Slsdsal olasly e 65 x 0L x Jw
SRy SR I R
Sl S S5 51 Sl Sl o S0Le
L3 S eslizal L slaas 55 bl

ool b Kizilgeci, 2018) o 587
o 53 5 losme Hlga jo 558 i 639

505w S 5 cs b S et i | ey

Vo

4o
35 Sy JL> y3 gla,y s S s
553 SU g dilen (Cicer arietinum L.)
Ll i o) slapllss 53 oage A8
OT Ceal oo ol 8 0l S
OLil 435 (1 g (M e S5 Ol ey
S G ilol g s s Ll 5 e ol
Al ¢SS S bl 305 o
&8 5Lu 5 55 (Hajivand et al., 2020)
Ll o L Ol e Sl 60
P P P P RN JYN
i Al g 0 Gl Sl
et 515 Ol 0 5L 35 30 Sla s 5
Coanl 3 > 5 L .(Kanouni et al., 2016) &S
S o e Gl 25 olS ol Olsl 3
AU Calisee gladase 3 0T g 3, Shes
2 a5 bl el Al
N5 @YU el 1O (sla s

el
Sl flS s S e il 2
2 laoe X 55 S 2y et
o Sl dased i gl ioleT
L oSG ol el il (gyls gme LiiSen
&l A5 o ol ol g i
a2 55 olisl ol (55 G L)
Cadien sla 5 55 68 5l oS ol
5 o—tames Lol 5 31 (glos 18 als s
S o OLaT 1y LB 5w sl 65 (sues,

GLL ad s o L8500 glacs 55 5l eslinal



il :ng.u— ol bl

L sl 55 00 85 51 Ol 5 05 5
O 05 ST glulis 1) 59 b s Shes
U, L (Tilahun et al., 2015) ol L
o e Ls 51Ol sty 53 5555 55 IV
5ol ol et ls S, WY1 ST
Lslacs sy oluld ol ol Ss 5 Sl
s sl 3 il 3 S

(Mohamed et al., 2015) o1,Kaa 5 dases
el s, e U slacs 5 lwlis ) -
O il 0 g B3 6 Sla e 15
s S olizl &S VI3 ST 5 0 e S )
L (Hasan and Deb, 2017) C> 5
=15 b Hler so a8 an s Sl b))
3 535 Il loes 55 o ggmme S5 45
L (Erdemci, 2018) zmes,l L5 S slobs
L ks Sl 55 5555 i 5510 (o))
Sl o s 5 O £ 0 sl el
3 Sdas U o 55 00 e S5 51 Ol
L3S gl |y 5555 5l

L (Azam et al., 2020) oL o r_.1;.9\
ol il 5 g B 5 o Sla st s S eslial
L sl 55 0 S ) Sl o (Sl
5 ol s S Slals ) s 55 b 5 Slas
I3 me 5| (Mahtabi ef al., 2014) ol ) Sen
L dlwx o) 4Sen 5 o 55 s
Sl 5453 S SIS i s 35
Sl s, Shes Ly slacs 35 glwlis
oLty (Dl 5 S il e LS
oYl s ST 58 (g0l by ¢ Jaos

Vo

D 55 3 Ol il Sl o S0 s
DS 55 oMol bl 5 S Y155
3, Shes U slacs 55 olwls ol - (6%)
LS 5 s b s S eslinwl Hlusl
A oo, (Hajivand et al., 2020)
el 55 43 5 5430 by 5 5
55 e 35 O X L (OIS s sima
ol Ol |y Jle x 0K x 55 5 O x
Sip el b Ol s pesde Ol
oMl esL_& o (Superiority index)
ool 5, Shee U slacs 55 75 S -2
.J.b; el
(Danyali et al., 2012) 1,5 5 JUls
clarome 03 5L 53 3550 o B3IV LI L
55 RS 5 L 55 e
L5 a8 1S a5 Slae 1 Lo x
atox 5l ool G dides gl LS
VY, LS e I PG W ey ey
INPERRN PR PR STERCE
TN SRR U W N PV S P PO
S 5 e S 5 S 4 05 5
(P = 5 S 5 2 e i s s
sGGE Biplot gla g, 9 5450 » el
Lol s Shee b glocs 55 AMMI «
L S gl
(Kanouni et al., 2015) 0 ,)LSes 5 555
W o s3a i 65 VY ool oLl -
s S Y1 sST gl gy b el

e D s b D g sl



Ve Jle o) oot 0PV Al 5 g Jlg dloxe”

3, e Sledis gla mle3T los iu £
a0 (V Jsa) 53T 5 dsle Aals p6 ) of onay
aw ys 2olar JalS glacS 4l A s
553158 Dliiod o8l Sl 3 5,185
Sdagy ) 5 3L Tp 5 S OllaS
ol S 5 (1Y) el Jl 4w
T S0 e S5 o8 s e i sk
2245500 (S5 5 e Bl Y0 Lol |y b
3 @Sl S S5 ks U5l e e
33 o le3T gl ol bl a¥le Syl s
Yo ¥ sbdodr 53 o ia (o) Jed dsb

sl 0 &)

°J—€"g}a‘."—‘:’:¥’ij—~’)dj:—w;)£2l_~f
s
53, Shas il G i ol 3l Coda
Lossse gla VY 5l golas 5 Ses (g,lul
6‘ﬂ6f-“)‘-;ujéﬂ\)\ia):i:sg5_<?§uu:))
Li,a b8l s dsame p oY olols
)64’2—"“"}?("——3.3&\——“&‘}—4};)]‘

lbg’bg) 9 é's.o

353 S g3 VP sl R ol o

ol oy p SBGS 85 pb g esled - gl

Table 1. Number and name of studied genotypes

Gy o e/l Lo
no. Name/Pedigree Origin
1 ILC 484 ACC no 26783-68 ICARDA
2 FLIP84-48C X81THS5S/ILC 1920//ILC 2956 ICARDA
3 FLIP84-79C X80TH176/ILC 72//ILC 215 ICARDA
4 FLIP86-6C X81TH203//(ILC 3279(WH)/ILC 3355) ICARDA
5 FLIP90-96C X87TH26/ILC 5342//FLIP 84-93C ICARDA
6 FLIP93-93C X89TH258//FLIP 85-122C/FLIP 82-150C/3/FLIP 86-7C  ICARDA
7 FLIP97-281C X94TH75/FLIP 87-58C//UC 15 ICARDA
8 FLIP97-503C X94THS/FLIP 86-6C//FLIP 90-109C ICARDA
9 FLIP97-530C X94TH103//FLIP 91-186C/FLIP 91-96C/3/FLIP 90-109C ICARDA
10 FLIP98-121C X95TH42/FLIP 90-15C/ILC 5362/3/FLIP 93-2C ICARDA
11 FLIP09-37C X04TH73/FLIP97-195C//FLIP98-108C/3/FLIP96-154C ICARDA
12 FLIP09-58C X04TH176/FLIP95-68C//FLIP97-205C ICARDA
13 FLIP09-229C S00794(30 KR)-13/FLIP ICARDA
14 FLIP09-285C X04TH143/FLIP00-6C//FLIP97-205C ICARDA
15 FLIP09-289C X04TH145/FLIP00-14//FLIP98-137C ICARDA
16 FLIP09-297C X04TH149/S00547//FLIP98-233C ICARDA
17 ADEL IRAN
18 AZAD IRAN
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Table 2. Geographic coordinates and average annual rainfall of experimental sites

(o) bys a5l i

o) 8900 Sisb o Kla

Altitude above see level =¥ e @bl b Average annual rainfall

Location o5 (m) Longitude Latitude (mm)
Gachsaran ol LS 710 50°50'E 30°17'N 450
Gonbad 5 45 55°12'E 37°16'N 550
Ilam el 975 46°36'E 33°47'N 350
1147 48°18'E 33°29'N 445

Khorramabad LT, »

VWAA LAY ol Juad dsb 53 SioleiT 6l ol gla Jows 4Vl (S ,L - Jsur
(ol W dams oyl Slis 30l Jo1s slaolet)

Table 3. Annual rainfall of experimental sites during 2016-19 cropping seasons

(Numbers in parenthesis stands for environment codes)

=i Jd
Cropping season
Location o 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19
Gachsaran oS 2369 (El) 176.8 (ES) 764.4 (E9)
Khoramabad ~ stT, = 4163 (E2) 488.4 (E6)  953.0 (E10)
Gonbad 15 332.6 (E3) 344.1 (E7) 627.7 (E11)
Ilam b 408.9 (E4) 496.4 (E8) 900.9 (E12)
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Table 4. Combined analysis of variance for seed yield of chickpea genotypes

in four locations and three growing seasons

ST ary Sl Sk
S.0.V. = df MS F
Location (L) R 3 21638440.5 409.35%*
Year (Y) Jle 2 15052244.1 284.75%*
LxY Jlx o8 6 9140031.3 172.91%*
Block (YL) (O x JL) &S5k 24 166413.9 -
Genotype (G) oS85 17 518975.8 9.82%*
GxL RICORIN I 51 281745.6 5.33%*
GxY dlox 55 34 110985.0 2.10%*
G x L xY Jle x O x o 65 102 102016.6 1.93%%*
Experimental error wle3T glas 408 52860.4 -
C.V. (%) Sy g b o3 19.2
Bartlett’s test ChoLosesT =189 P-value=0.33

**: Significant at the 1% probability level.
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Table 5. Mean comparison of seed yield and rank of chickpea genotypes in each nviro:

Vel oyl OV e "5y § e dloe”

VoS @, WlTes @, NS w, M @, YobkeS  w, Talles s YaS G YN W Yol W)

Gachl R Khorl R Gonbl R Ilm1 R Gach2 R Khor2 R Gonb2 R IIm2 R Gach3 R
Gl 844 7 2376 17 1193 9 1052 17 893 8 402 18 1159 11 429 18 710 10
QG2 572 17 2606 9 989 18 1687 4 727 16 642 15 980 18 485 17 719
G3 788 8 2509 13 1172 12 1078 15 898 7 672 13 1143 12 854 14 819
G4 931 5 2541 11 1494 1 1072 16 1022 5 1259 4 1544 1 778 15 642 14
G5 699 13 3039 1 1452 2 1537 6 768 15 1162 5 1459 2 1378 2 648 13
Go6 647 15 2445 15 1255 5 1375 9 710 17 816 11 1259 5 1012 8 812 6
G7 980 4 2789 4 1036 16 1154 14 1076 4 1069 7 1080 15 924 11 816 5
G8 684 14 2835 2 1124 13 1479 8 783 13 792 12 1096 13 775 16 1000 1
G9 719 12 2647 7 1310 3 995 18 823 9 659 14 1244 6 1150 5 877 2
G10 1046 3 2592 10 1176 11 1193 12 1115 3 1118 6 1179 10 860 13 627 15
Gl1 735 10 2535 12 1077 14 1850 2 807 11 1528 1 1092 14 1354 3 667 12
G12 854 6 2608 8§ 1209 8 1977 1 905 6 1266 3 1218 7 1229 4 747 8
G13 1104 1 2390 16 1014 17 1187 13 1179 1 869 10 1069 17 875 12 421 18
Gl4 560 18 2803 3 1210 7 1774 3 681 18 515 17 1262 4 938 10 867 3
G15 1068 2 2487 14 1267 4 1284 11 1140 2 616 16 1275 3 1143 6 603 17
Gl16 644 16 2659 6 1220 6 1309 10 772 14 1044 8 1196 9 1014 7 750 7
G17 719 11 2356 18 1040 15 1557 5 790 12 1275 2 1075 16 1454 1 688 11
G18 776 9 2685 5 1192 10 1501 7 818 10 958 9 1213 8 1006 9 605 16
LSD 5% 89.71 24479 195.13 292.05 94.93 353.47 187.89 261.07 198.72

Gach: Gachsaran
Khor: Khorramabad
Gonb: Gonbad

IIm: Ilam
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Table 6. Stability parameters for seed yield of chickpea genotypes based on variance and regression methods in 12 environments

a1z s Ko Ko bl SFp el

555 O s ¢ 5 55) G oy e Sl e S VST W W Ol by e E e bt Sl (e aty) e s G
Genotype Mean seed yield (kg ha'!) S?2 CV; W2 0';2 S? bi RMSE R2 Pi
Gl 1031 263092 49.7 488121 47581 51225 0.933 199.0 0.836 204737
G2 1037 376604 59.2 460061 44711 41106 1.160 179.0 0.907 181397
G3 1117 236599 43.6 145124 12502 12996 0.943 106.0 0.948 135341
G4 1250 250914 40.1 523545 51204 53652 0.903 204.0 0.82 96996
G5 1353 397356 46.6 424763 41101 31584 1.210 158.0 0.931 39772
G6 1145 236599 42.5 122341 10172 10575 0.947 97.7 0.956 110686
G7 1187 296357 459 318428 30226 33237 1.030 162.0 0.903 107914
G8 1184 391478 52.9 448532 43532 36276 1.200 169.0 0.92 117684
G9 1200 274544 43.6 373111 35818 39501 0.977 176.0 0.877 111019
G10 1190 237456 41.0 254456 23683 24552 0.925 141.0 0.909 103400
Gl1 1305 275645 40.2 816277 81142 86352 0.899 256.0 0.740 52685
Gl12 1349 260720 37.9 394940 38051 41199 0.946 180.0 0.865 35842
GI13 1121 230416 42.8 414842 40086 40008 0.882 177.0 0.852 143329
Gl4 1163 407706 54.9 514946 50324 41160 1.220 179.0 0.914 121537
GI15 1243 246847 40.0 353956 33859 35778 0.925 168.0 0.875 96943
Gl6 1211 289088 44.4 122109 10148 10620 1.050 97.9 0.964 87462
G17 1258 219249 37.2 762059 75597 70587 0.797 232.0 0.731 72003
GI18 1215 287199 44.1 65602 4369 4047 1.060 68.6 0.982 77330
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Table 7. Analysis of variance using Eberhart-Russel’s Model

ST ey Sla e Kl

S.0.V. S df MS
Total Js 215 -
Genotype (G) Ny 17 110158%*
Environment (E) + (G x E) Lowx Cusitoss; 198 287659

E (Linear) (k) Laes 1 49953333
G x E (Linear) (L) Lo X 3 555 17 288908**
Pooled deviation Ogen S 5 Sl plesl ol sl 180 11621
Gl \ s 10 15861
G2 Vo585 10 12863
G3 Y Sss 10 4534
G4 Fosss 10 16580
G5 LR 10 10041
G6 [T 10 3817
G7 VoSS 10 10531
G8 A5 10 11432
G9 VoSS 10 12388
G10 Vo s 10 7958
Gl1 W Cws) 10 26270
G12 \Y Lo 10 12890
G13 W) 10 12538
G14 VoS 10 12879
G15 10 L) 10 11284
Gl6 VPS5 10 3830
G17 Woss) 10 21598
G18 W 555 10 1882
Pooled error odd ool gl 432 24182

*: Significant at the 1% probability level.
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Table 8. Yield- stability (YSi) statistic for seed yield stability of chickpea genotypes based on Shkulaks’ stability

variance (021) and Kang method

HEY .}jgla& &)'»Hb, g\i)')‘

ol > Slas ke Wok 5, locsss
55 OEa 0 S (V)5 Shes stas Y' sl Dol S) by skais Selected

Genotyp ~ Mean seed yield Rank on yield Adjustment rank for (Y) 3 Shae odiimomss 45, M 5 bl il ol Stability rating Gl 53 Shee Olojen Sl genotypes

e (kgha') Y") Y Adjusted rank of yield (Y) (c%) (S YSi=Y+S ()
Gl 1031 1 -2 -1 47581 -4 -5 -
G2 1037 2 -2 0 44711 2 2 -
G3 1117 3 -1 2 12502 0 2 -
G4 1250 14 1 15 51204 -4 11 +
G5 1353 18 2 20 41101 2 22 +
G6 1145 5 -1 4 10172 0 4 -
G7 1187 8 -1 7 30226 0 7
G8 1184 7 -1 6 43532 2 8 -
G9 1200 10 1 11 35818 0 11 +
G10 1190 9 -1 8 23683 0 8 -
Gl1 1305 16 1 17 81142 -8 +
G12 1349 17 2 19 38051 0 19 +
G13 1121 4 -1 3 40086 0 3 -
Gl14 1163 6 -1 5 50324 -4 1 -
Gl15 1243 13 1 14 33859 0 14 +
Gl6 1211 11 1 12 10148 0 12 +
G17 1258 15 1 16 75597 -8 8 -
G18 1215 12 1 13 4369 0 13 +
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Table 9. Ranks of genotypes in environments and non-parametric method used for

stability analysis

als 3 Shee J_.<.L_.a
n 53 555
)] Mean seed yield s,
Genotype (kg ha') Rank S S@ §& §6©® TOP MID LOW
Gl1 1031.42 18 533 21.15 36.74 7.79 0.00 5833 41.67
G2 1036.76 17 5.12 19.24 2396 4.53 8.33 16.67 75.00
G3 1116.78 16 5.65 2536 26.78 5.06 8.33 41.67 50.00
G4 1250.25 5 2.82 588 473 1.85 50.00 25.00 25.00
G5 1353.40 1 6.77 3572 5298 7.64 66.67 8.33 25.00
G6 1144.58 14 7.12  36.55 44.67 6.89 25.00 33.33 41.67
G7 1186.80 11 6.48 31.73 3035 496 41.67 16.67 41.67
G8 1183.83 12 470 16.70 1695 3.35 25.00 25.00 50.00
G9 1200.44 9 6.92 3481 3996 6.07 50.00 3333 16.67
G10 1189.74 10 3.89 12,57 14.18 3.08 25.00 41.67 33.33
Gl11 1304.74 3 485 20.79 49.00 9.14 33.33 50.00 16.67
G12 1348.72 2 392 12.02 17.06 439 5833 41.67 0.00
G13 1120.89 15 6.44 30.02 30.72 549 2500 16.67 58.33
Gl14 1162.72 13 576 25.52 22.16 4.05 33.33 25.00 41.67
G15 1243.06 6 571 2354 32.03 631 5833 16.67 25.00
Gl6 1210.62 8 6.14 28.75 34.19 6.38 33.33 50.00 16.67
G17 1258.25 4 6.61 3324 39.89 636 3333 41.67 25.00
G18 1214.80 7 591 25.61 2522 445 2500 5833 16.67
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Table 10. Rank of chickpea genotypes using parametric and nonparametric statistics

S LU 5 sl (sbos LT Sl eslinal b 3 s glacs 55 45, -V Jodr

(VAAV) (fsn 5 5Lai 5 (1AVR) 55 5m gla el L

Huehn (1979) and Nassar

oSl

okl S b o ol

I8 4ls 5 Ses and Huehn (1987) parameters Sy VST W e el sl Sl S A, kN eybl Opw,moskmady e 4, Wy adylee
Genotype Seed yield S Si@ Si® Si® Wi o% $2di CVi KR 0 0; Pi-a SR AR SD
1 18 7 7 13 17 14 14 15 15 18 14 5 18 175 135 4.3
2 10 6 5 6 7 5 5 5 6 6 5 14 17 97 7.5 3.7
3 3 8 9 8 9 18 18 18 5 11 18 1 15 141 10.8 5.8
4 2 1 1 1 1 9 9 13 2 2 9 10 8 68 5.2 43
5 15 16 17 18 16 10 10 11 15 10 9 2 157  12.1 4.4
6 13 18 18 16 15 15 15 14 17 16 15 4 11 187 144 3.5
7 6 14 14 9 8 7 8 3 5 7 12 10 110 8.5 3.2
8 8 4 4 3 3 3 3 12 2 3 16 13 77 5.9 4.5
9 4 17 16 15 11 17 17 17 1 11 17 2 12 157  12.1 5.8
10 7 2 3 2 2 1 1 1 11 1 1 18 9 59 4.5 5.1
11 17 6 17 18 13 13 12 18 17 13 6 3 158 122 5.2
12 16 2 4 5 4 4 4 9 10 4 15 1 81 6.2 4.6
13 5 13 13 10 10 16 16 16 4 11 16 3 16 149 115 4.7
14 1 10 10 5 4 11 11 6 14 4 11 8 14 109 8.4 39
15 14 9 8 11 12 2 2 2 7 7 2 17 7 100 7.7 4.7
16 11 12 12 12 14 6 6 7 13 8 6 13 6 126 9.7 3.1
17 12 15 15 14 13 12 12 9 16 14 12 7 4 155 119 33
18 9 11 11 7 6 8 8 10 10 8 8 11 5 112 8.6 1.9
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Fig. 1. Correlation between stability indices
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Table 1. Biplot between parametric and nonparametric seed yield stability

indices for chickpea genotypes
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